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PER CURI AM

Alison G Jenkins appeals her conviction on three
counts of filing false cost reports with Medicare in
violation of 18 U S C. § 1001 and 42 U S.C. § 1320a-
7b(a) (1) and on three counts of mail fraud in connection
with filing those reports in violation of 18 U S C 8§
1341. In her appeal, Jenkins asserts that the district
court erred in denying her nmotion for judgnent of
acquittal. She also contends that the district court



abused its discretion by refusing to allow evi dence goi ng
to the truthful ness of three governnent w tnesses and by
refusing to permt evidence of Jenkins' financial status.

W affirm



W review the district court’s denial of Jenkins
notion for acqui ttal to determne whether any
construction of the evidence supports the jury's
decision. United States v. Cunningham 83 F.3d 218, 222
(8th Cir. 1996). In so doing, we view the evidence in
the light nost favorable to the jury's verdicts and give
the benefit of reasonable inferences drawn from the
evidence to the governnent. L d. After reviewing the
evi dence presented at trial, including nultiple wtnesses
who testified that Jenkins altered tinme sheets to
I ncrease Medi care paynents, we hold that the jury could
reasonabl y concl ude that the governnment net its burden of
provi ng each of the el enents necessary to convict Jenkins
of the crinmes charged.

Next, we review the district court’s refusal to all ow
evidence of both the truthfulness of the governnent’'s
w tnesses and Jenkin's financial status for an abuse of
discretion. United States v. Witfield, 31 F.3d 747, 749
(8th Cr. 1994). After reviewing the proceedings at the
district court, we conclude that Jenkins had anple
opportunity to challenge the «credibility of the
governnent’s w tnesses through cross-exam nation. We
al so conclude that the district court’s decision to
prevent a stream of wtnesses solely intended to give
testinony as to the truthful ness of other w tnesses does
not constitute an abuse of discretion. Likew se, we find
no abuse of discretion in the court’s determ nation that
any inference to be drawn from evidence of Jenkins’
financial status, such as the clothes she wore, is too
renote. The governnment is under no obligation to show
that Jenkins wore expensive clothing or spent |arge
amounts of noney to nmake its case. Gving the district




court the discretion to which it is entitled under
Witfield, we see no reason to upset the verdict based on
the district court’s efforts to conduct the trial w thout
confusi ng and extraneous evi dence.

Accordingly, we affirm
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